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CHROMATIC NUMBERS OF
ALGEBRAIC HYPERGRAPHS
JAMES H. SCHMERL
Abstract. Given a polynomial p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) over the reals
R, where each xi is an n-tuple of variables, we form its zero k-
hypergraphH = (Rn, E), where the set E of edges consists of all k-
element sets {a0, a1, . . . , ak−1} ⊆ R
n such that p(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1) =
0. Such hypergraphs are precisely the algebraic hypergraphs. We
say (as in [13]) that p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is avoidable if the chro-
matic number χ(H) of its zero hypergraph H is countable, and
it is κ-avoidable if χ(H) ≤ κ. Avoidable polynomials were com-
pletely characterized in [13]. For any infinite κ, we characterize the
κ-avoidable algebraic hypergraphs. Other results about algebraic
hypergraphs and their chromatic numbers are also proved.
A polynomial p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) over the reals R is (k, n)-ary if each
xi is an n-tuple of variables. Following [13], we say that a (k, n)-ary
polynomial p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is avoidable if the points of R
n can be col-
ored with countably many colors such that whenever a0, a1, . . . , ak−1 ∈
Rn are distinct and p(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1) = 0, then there are i < j < k
such that the points ai, aj are differently colored. The avoidable poly-
nomials were characterized in [13]. The prototypical examples of avoid-
able polynomials are the (3, n)-ary polynomials ‖x − y‖2 − ‖y − z‖2,
where n ≥ 2, which were shown in [12] to be avoidable after various par-
tial results had been obtained in [2],[9],[5],[10],[11]. A consequence with
a more geometric flavor might be stated succinctly as the set of isosce-
les triangles is avoidable. Another example is the (3, 2)-ary polynomial
‖x− y‖2 + ‖y − z‖2 − ‖x − z‖2, which is avoidable iff the Continuum
Hypothesis (CH) is true. Fox [3, Coro. 1] showed that the homogeneous
linear (k + 3, 1)-ary polynomial x0 + x1 + · · · + xk − xk+1 − kxk+2 is
avoidable iff 2ℵ0 ≤ ℵk. Other examples can be found in [13].
Observe that the polynomial p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is avoidable iff a cer-
tain hypergraph (which we will refer to as its zero hypergraph) has a
countable chromatic number. There was no attempt in [13] to say
anything additional about the chromatic numbers of the zero hyper-
graphs of unavoidable polynomials. Building on [13], we will rectify
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this omission in §2 by saying exactly what these chromatic numbers
are.
Recall thatH = (V,E) is a k-hypergraph (or a k-uniform hypergraph,
as it is more usually referred to) if k < ω, V is a nonempty set and E is a
set of k-element subsets of V . For such an H , V is its set of vertices and
E its set of edges (or hyperedges). All hypergraphs considered here are
assumed to be k-hypergraphs for some k < ω. We will usually assume
that k ≥ 2. A graph is just a 2-hypergraph. A function ϕ : V −→ C
is a κ-coloring of H if |C| ≤ κ, and it is proper coloring of H provided
that ϕ is not constant on any edge of H . If there is a proper κ-coloring
of H , then H is κ-colorable. The chromatic number χ(H) of H is the
least (possibly infinite) cardinal κ such that H is κ-colorable.
A subset X ⊆ Rn is algebraic if it is the zero-set of a polynomial (or,
equivalently, of a finite set of polynomials) over R. If p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1)
is a (k, n)-ary polynomial and H = (V,E) is a k-hypergraph, then
we say that H is the zero hypergraph of p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) if V =
Rn and E = {{a0, a1, . . . , ak−1} ⊆ R
n : |{a0, a1, . . . , ak−1}| = k and
p(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1) = 0}. A hypergraph is algebraic if it is the zero hy-
pergraph of some polynomial over R. A polynomial p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1)
is κ-avoidable if its zero hypergraph has a proper κ-coloring.
A famous example of an algebraic graph is the unit-distance graph
X2({1}) = (R
2, E), whose vertices are the points in the plane and
whose edges are those pairs of points at a distance 1 from each other.
The notoriously obstinate Hadwiger-Nelson problem is to determine
χ(X2({1})). For an entertaining account of this problem and its his-
tory, see [14, Chaps. 2 & 3]. All that is known about the exact value
of χ(X2({1}) are the relatively easy bounds of 4 ≤ χ(X2({1})) ≤ 7
that were established soon after the problem was proposed in the early
1950’s. For every n < ω, the unit-distance graph on Rn, denoted
by Xn({1}), has a finite chromatic number. The determination of fi-
nite chromatic numbers is essentially a finite problem since, by the
De Bruijn-Erdo˝s Theorem, if H is a hypergraph and n < ω, then H is
n-colorable iff every finite subhypergraph of H is n-colorable. However,
the focus of this paper will be on infinite chromatic numbers.
There are three numbered sections following this introduction. The
first, §0, contains some preliminary material that can be skipped by
most readers. The simplest of all algebraic hypergraphs – those ob-
tained from templates – are defined and studied in §1 where their chro-
matic numbers are determined exactly. The principal results, linking
chromatic numbers of algebraic hypergraphs to the chromatic numbers
of the hypergraphs defined in §1, appears in §2.
2
§0. Preliminaries. This section contains some definitions that
should be familiar.
If α is an (infinite or finite) ordinal, then α is the set of its pre-
decessors. As usual, ω is the least infinite ordinal. Thus, ω is the
set of natural numbers. For any set X and n < ω, Xn is the set
of n-tuples from X . If x ∈ Xn, then we will often understand that
x = 〈x0, x1, . . . , xn−1〉. If x is an n-tuple and a is some element, then
xa is that (n + 1)-tuple extending x such that (xa)n = a.
If n, k < ω, then, in the appropriate context, nk will be {0, 1, . . . , n−
1}k, which is the set of k-tuples of elements of n. If α is an infinite
ordinal or cardinal, then αk will always be the set of k-tuples of ordinals
that are less than α.
If X is any set and n < ω, then [X ]n is the set of all n-element
subsets of X . Thus, (V,E) is a k-hypergraph iff E ⊆ [V ]k. If X
is linearly ordered by < (for example, if X is an ordinal) and we
write that {x0, x1, . . . , xn−1}< ⊆ X , then it is to be understood that
x0 < x1 < · · · < xn−1. We will use the notational expedient of
letting x = 〈x0, x1, . . . , xn−1〉 whenever we have already agreed that
{x0, x1, . . . , xn−1}< ∈ [X ]
n.
If κ is a (typically, infinite) cardinal, then κ+ is the successor cardinal
of κ. If n < ω, then κ+n is defined recursively by κ+0 = κ and κ+(n+1) =
(κ+n)+. Thus, (ℵα)
+n = ℵα+n. We could define κ
+α for any ordinal α,
but the only infinite ordinal we need is α = ω, in which case κ+ω =⋃
{κ+n : n < ω}.
Let R be the set of reals and R˜ = (R,+,×, 0, 1,≤) be the ordered
field of the real numbers. Let LOF = {+,×, 0, 1,≤} be the first-order
language appropriate for ordered fields. If D ⊆ R, let LOF (D) be LOF
augmented with names for the elements of D. If n < ω and A ⊆ Rn,
then A is D-definable if it is definable in R˜ by a first-order LOF (D)-
formula, and it is semialgebraic iff it is R-definable. The algebraic sets
were defined in the introduction.
Suppose that H1 = (V1, E1) and H2 = (V2, E2) are k-hypergraphs.
As usual, H1 is a subhypergraph of H2 if V1 ⊆ V2 and E1 ⊆ E2. If
f : V1 −→ V2, then f embeds H1 into H2 if f is an isomorphism onto a
subhypergraph of H2. We say that H2 contains an H1 if some f embeds
H1 into H2. Obviously, if H2 contains an H1, then χ(H2) ≥ χ(H1).
§1. Templates and Their Hypergraphs. If 1 ≤ d < ω and
2 ≤ k < ω, then P is a d-dimensional k-template if P is a set of d-tuples
and |P | = k. Two d-dimensional k-templates P,Q are isomorphic if
there is a bijection f : P −→ Q such that whenever x, y ∈ P and
i < d, then xi = yi iff f(x)i = f(y)i. Obviously, for fixed d and k, there
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are only finitely many, non-isomorphic d-dimensional k-templates. If
both P and Q are d-dimensional templates, then we say that Q is a
homomorphic image of P if there is a surjective function f : P −→ Q
such that whenever x, y ∈ P , i < d and xi = yi, then f(x)i = f(y)i.
If X = X0 ×X1 × · · · ×Xd−1 and P is a d-dimensional k-template,
then its template hypergraph L(X,P ) on X is the k-hypergraph whose
set of vertices is X and whose edges are those k-templates Q ⊆ X that
are homomorphic images of P . If P is a d-dimensional k-template,
then L(Rd, P ) is an algebraic k-hypergraph. For example, if P is the
2-dimensional 3-template {〈0, 0〉, 〈0, 1〉, 〈1, 1〉}, then L(R2, P ) is the 3-
hypergraph that is the zero hypergraph of the (3, 2)-ary polynomial
p(x, y, z) = (x0 − y0)
2 + (y1 − z1)
2.
In this section, the chromatic numbers of the various L(Rd, P ) will
be determined.
Let P be a d-dimensional k-template. We say that a subset I ⊆ d is
a distinguisher for P if whenever x, y ∈ P are distinct, then xi 6= yi for
some i ∈ I. We then define e(P ) to be the least e that is the cardinality
of a distinguisher. Obviously, e(P ) ≤ d since d itself is a distinguisher.
In addition, 1 ≤ e(P ) ≤ k − 1. The lower bound is trivial since we
are assuming that k ≥ 2. The upper bound e(P ) ≤ k − 1 is proved
by induction on k. It is obvious for k = 2 (or even k = 1). Now
suppose that k ≥ 3 and we have proved the inequality for all smaller k.
Let x ∈ P and Q = P\{x}. By the inductive hypothesis, there is a
distinguisher I for Q such that |I| ≤ k−2. If I is a distinguisher for P
we are done. Otherwise, there is a unique y ∈ Q such that x↾I = y↾I.
Let i < d be such that xi 6= yi, and then I ∪ {i} is a distinguisher
for P and has cardinality at most k − 1. If Q is a d-dimensional k-
template that is a homomorphic image of P , then e(Q) ≥ e(P ) since
any distinguisher for Q is also one for P .
The next theorem characterizing each χ(L(Rd, P )) is the main result
of this section.
Theorem 1.1: Suppose that P is a d-dimensional k-template. Then
χ(L(Rd, P )) is the least κ such that κ+(e(P )−1) ≥ 2ℵ0.
The proof of Theorem 1.1 will be given after several supporting lem-
mas and corollaries.
Lemma 1.2: Suppose that κ ≥ ℵ0, P is a d-dimensional k-template,
and X0, X1, . . . , Xd−1 are sets such that |Xi| ≥ κ
+i for each i < d. Let
X = X0 ×X1 × · · · ×Xd−1. Then χ(L(X,P )) ≥ κ.
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Proof. The proof is by induction on the cardinal κ. By the multi-
partite Ramsey theorem (which is midway in strength between The-
orems 1 and 5 of [4, Chap. 5.1]), the lemma is true when κ = ℵ0.
(In fact, all that is required of the Xi’s is that they be infinite.) The
instance of the lemma when κ is an uncountable limit cardinal will fol-
low from all instances for smaller infinite cardinals, so we can assume
that κ = λ+. Then the lemma is essentially the theorem of Erdo˝s &
Hajnal (see [13, Lemma 1.1]) which asserts: If |Xi| = λ
+(i+1) for all
i < d and f : X −→ λ, then for every t < ω, there are Bi ⊆ Xi for
each i < d such that |B0| = |B1| = · · · = |Bd−1| = t and f is con-
stant on B0 × B1 × · · · × Bd−1. Consider arbitrary f : X −→ λ and
choose t = dk. We have chosen t to be large enough so that there are
b0, b1, . . . , bk−1 ∈ B0×B1×· · ·×Bd−1 such that Q = {b0, b1, . . . , bk−1} is
a k-template that is isomorphic to P . Hence, Q is an edge of L(X,P )
and f(b0) = f(b1) = · · · = f(bk−1), so f is not a proper coloring of
L(X,P ), thereby showing that χ(L(X,P )) ≥ λ+. 
Corollary 1.3: If P is a d-dimensional template, then
χ(L(Rd, P ))+(d−1) ≥ 2ℵ0.
Proof. Let λ = χ(L(Rd, P )) and, for a contradiction, suppose that
λ+(d−1) < 2ℵ0 . Then, (λ+)+(d−1) ≤ 2ℵ0, so Lemma 1.2 implies (with
κ = λ+) that χ(L(Rd, P )) ≥ λ+, a contradiction. 
We will say that a d-dimensional template P is simple if for every
m < d, there are x, y ∈ P such that for all i < d, xi = yi iff i 6= m.
We easily see, by induction on d, that if P is a simple d-dimensional
k-template, then k ≥ d + 1. Obviously, for fixed k < ω, there are
only finitely many non-isomorphic simple k-templates. An example of
a simple d-dimensional (d+1)-template is {x0, x1, . . . , xd}, where each
xi is a d-tuple of all 0’s except that xii = 1 if i < d. To get a simple
d-dimensional k-template with k > d+1 just add k−d−1 new d-tuples
to the aforementioned example.
Lemma 1.4: Suppose that P is a simple d-dimensional k-template
and κ ≥ ℵ0. If |X| ≤ κ
+(d−1), then χ(L(Xd, P )) ≤ κ.
Proof. We make use of a result of Komja´th (see [13, Lemma 1.3])
that asserts: If |X| ≤ κ+(d−1), then there are functions G : Xd −→
κ and j : Xd −→ d such that whenever a, b ∈ Xd, G(a) = G(b),
j(a) = j(b) and ai = bi for j(a) 6= i ≤ d, then a = b. Having such G
and j, we let f be the function on Xd such that f(a) = 〈G(a), j(a)〉.
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Clearly, f is a κ-coloring of L(Xd, P ). To see that f is proper, suppose
{x0, x1, . . . , xk−1} is an edge and f(x0) = f(x1) = · · · = f(xk−1) =
〈α,m〉. Let r < s < k be such for every i < d, xr,i = xs,i iff i 6= m.
Then, xr = xs, a contradiction. 
Corollary 1.5: Let P ⊆ Rd be a k-template.
(a) If P is simple, then χ(L(Rd, P )) is the least κ such that κ+(d−1) ≥
2ℵ0.
(b) Suppose that I ⊆ d is a distinguisher and that |I| = e(P ). Let
Q = {x ∈ Rd : x↾I = y↾I for some y ∈ P and xi = 0 for i ∈ d\I}.
Then χ(L(Rd, Q)) is the least κ such that κ+(e(P )−1) ≥ 2ℵ0.
Proof. (a) is immediate from Corollary 1.3 and Lemma 1.4.
To prove (b), let e = e(P ) and let κ be the least such that κ+(e−1) ≥
2ℵ0. Without loss of generality, suppose that I = e. Let R = {x ↾
e : x ∈ P}. Then R is a simple e-dimensional k-template. By (a),
χ(L(Re, R)) = κ. We will show that χ(L(Rd, Q)) = χ(L(Re, R)).
Consider any proper coloring ϕ of L(Re, R)). Let θ be the unique
coloring of L(Rd, Q) such that θ(x) = ϕ(x↾e). Then, θ is a proper col-
oring of L(Rd, Q) so that χ(L(Rd, Q)) ≤ χ(L(Re, R)). For the reverse
inequality, consider any proper coloring θ of L(Rd, Q). Then let ϕ be
the unique coloring of L(Re, R)) such that ϕ(x) = θ(y), where y↾e = x
and yi = 0 for e ≤ i < d. Then, ϕ is a proper coloring of L(R
e, R) so
that χ(L(Rd, Q)) ≥ χ(L(Re, R)). 
The next corollary is for later use (in proving Corollary 2.3).
Corollary 1.6: Suppose that 2 ≤ k < ω and κ ≤ 2ℵ0 ≤ κ+(k−2).
Then there is a d-dimensional k-template P such that χ(L(Rd, P )) = κ.
Proof. Let d be such that 1 ≤ d < k and κ+(d−1) = 2ℵ0, and let P be
a simple d-dimensional k-template. Apply Corollary 1.5(a). 
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let P, d, k be as in the Theorem. Let e = e(P )
and let κ be the least such that κ+(e−1) ≥ 2ℵ0 .
We first show that κ ≤ χ(L(Rd, P )). Let I ⊆ d be a distinguisher for
P such that |I| = e. Without loss of generality, assume that I = e ≤ d.
Let Q be the homomorphic image of P consisting of those x ∈ Rd such
that for some y ∈ P , x ↾ e = y ↾ e and xi = 0 for e ≤ i < d. By
Corollary 1.5(b), χ(L(Rd, Q)) = κ. But L(Rd, Q) is embeddable into
L(Rd, P ), so χ(L(Rd, P )) ≥ κ.
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Next, we prove that κ ≥ χ(L(Rd, P )) by exhibiting a proper κ-
coloring of L(Rd, P ). Let Q0, Q1, . . . , Qm ⊆ R
d be all (up to isomor-
phism) of the homomorphic images of P that are d-dimensional k-
templates. For each j ≤ m, let Ij ⊆ d be a distinguisher for Qj such
that |Ij| = ej = e(Qj). Each ej ≥ e, so if κj is the least such that
κ
+(ej−1)
j ≥ 2
ℵ0 , then κj ≤ κ. By Corollary 1.5(b), χ(L(R
d, Qj)) = κj ≤
κ. Let ϕj be a proper κ-coloring of L(R
d, Qj).
We are now prepared to obtain a proper κ-coloring ϕ of L(Rd, P ).
For each x ∈ Rd, let
ϕ(x) = 〈ϕj(x)) : j ≤ m〉.
Clearly, ϕ is a κ-coloring of L(Rd.P ). To see that it is proper, consider
an edge Q of L(Rd, P ). Then Q is a homomorphic image of P , so we
can let j ≤ m be such that L(Rd, Q) = L(Rd, Qj). There are distinct
x, y ∈ Q such that ϕj(x) 6= ϕj(y). But then ϕ(x) 6= ϕ(y). 
We end this section with two results about embedding some template
hypergraphs into others.
Lemma 1.9: Let P be a d-dimensional k-template and let e = e(P ).
There is a simple e-dimensional k-template Q such that for any set X,
L(Xe, Q) is embeddable into L(Xd, P ).
Proof. Let I ⊆ d be a distinguisher for P such that |I| = e. Without
loss of generality, assume that I = e. Let Q = {x↾e : x ∈ P}. Clearly,
Q is a simple e-dimensional k-template.
To see that Q is as required, consider any nonempty set X and let
a ∈ X . Let f : Xe −→ Xd be such that if x ∈ Xe, then f(x) = y ∈ Xd,
where x = y↾e and yi = a for e ≤ i < d. It is easily checked that f
embeds L(Xe, Q) into L(Xd, P ). 
Lemma 1.10: Let P be a d-dimensional k-template and let m ≥ d.
Then there is an m-dimensional k-template Q such that e(Q) = e(P ),
P = {x↾d : x ∈ Q} and for any infinite X, L(Xm, Q) is embeddable
into L(Xd, P ).
Proof. When m = d, let Q = P . For m > d, by an inductive proof
it suffices to let m = d + 1. We fix d ≥ 1 and then prove this case by
induction on k.
Let X be an infinite set. Partition X into |X| subsets each of car-
dinality |X|. Index these sets by elements of X . Thus, we have a
partition {Xa : a ∈ X} of X where each |Xa| = |X|. For each a ∈ X ,
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let fa : X −→ Xa be a bijection. We now define gX : X
d+1 −→ Xd so
such that if a0, a1, . . . , ad ∈ X , then
gX(a0, a1, . . . , ad) = 〈fad(a0), fad(a1), . . . , fad(ad−1)〉.
Clearly, gX is an injection.
We will need another definition. We say that the d-dimensional k-
template P is connected if, whenever P is partitioned into two nonempty
subsets P0, P1, then there are x ∈ P0, y ∈ P1 and j < d such that
xj = yj. If P is connected, then so is every k-template that is a homo-
morphic image of P .
For 2 ≤ k < ω, consider the following statement.
(⋆k) For every d-dimensional k-template P there is a (d+1)-
dimensional k-template Q such that P = {x↾ d : x ∈
Q} and for any infinite X , gX embeds L(X
d+1, Q) −→
L(Xd, P ). Also, e(Q) = e(P ); moreover, if I ⊆ d+ 1 is
a distinguisher of Q, then, for each j < d, (I ∩ d) ∪ {j}
is a distinguisher for P ..
We will prove (⋆k) for all k by induction on k.
The basis step: k = 2. Let P = {x, y}, where x, y are distinct d-
tuples of 0’s and 1’s. Let X be an infinite set. We will write g for
gX . There are two cases to consider, depending on whether or not P
is connected.
P is connected. Thus, there is j < d such that xj = yj. Let Q =
{x0, y0}. Clearly, Q is (d+1)-dimensional 2-template such that e(Q) =
e(P ) = 1 and P = {x↾d : x ∈ Q}. The “moreover” part of (⋆2) is
obvious. The argument that g embeds L(Xd+1, Q) into L(Xd, P ) is
straightforward. Consider T = {x, y} ∈ [Xd+1]2, which is either an
edge of L(Xd+1, Q) or is not.
Suppose that T is an edge of L(Xd+1, Q). Then xd = yd = a for
some a ∈ X , and {x↾ d, y ↾ d} is an edge of L(Xd, P ). Then g(x) =
〈fa(x0), fa(x1), . . . , fa(xd−1)〉 and g(y) = 〈fa(y0), fa(y1), . . . , fa(yd−1)〉.
Since fa : X −→ Xa is a bijection, {g(x), g(y)} is an edge of L(X
d
a , P )
and, hence, also of L(Xd, P ).
Suppose that T is not an edge of L(Xd+1, Q). This is due to either
xd 6= yd or else xd = yd and {x↾d, y↾d} is not an edge of L(X
d, P ). In
the first case, we get that {g(x), g(y)} is not connected, so it is not an
edge of L(Xd, P ). In the second case, we have xd = yd = a for some
a ∈ X . Again, fa : X −→ Xa is a bijection, implying that {g(x), g(y)}
is not an edge of L(Xda , P ) and, hence, also not an edge of L(X
d, P ).
P is not connected. We then let Q = {x0, y1}. Clearly, Q is (d+1)-
dimensional 2-template such that e(Q) = e(P ) = 1 and P = {x↾d : x ∈
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Q}. The “moreover” part of (⋆2) is clear. Let X be infinite. Observe,
in this case, that L(Xd, P ) and L(Xd+1, Q) are both complete graphs,
so clearly g is an embedding.
The inductive step. Consider k ≥ 3 and assume that (⋆ℓ) is true
whenever 2 ≤ ℓ < k. We will prove (⋆k). The proof is similar to the
proof of the basis step. Let P be a d-dimensional k-template. Let X
be an infinite set. We will write g for gX .
We consider two cases, depending on whether or not P is connected.
P is connected. Let Q = {x0 : x ∈ P}. Clearly, Q is a (d +
1)-dimensional k-template such that e(Q) = e(P ) and P = {x ↾ d :
x ∈ Q}. The “moreover” part of (⋆2) is obvious. We will show
that gX is an embedding of L(X
d+1, Q) into L(Xd, P ). Consider T =
{t0, t1, . . . , tk−1} ∈ [X
d+1]k. Either T is an edge of L(Xd+1, Q) or not.
Suppose that T is an edge of L(Xd+1, Q). There is a ∈ X such
that t0,d = t1,d = · · · = tk−1,d = a, and {x↾ d : x ∈ Q} is an edge
of L(Xd, P ). For each i < k, g(ti) = 〈fa(ti,0), fa(ti,1), . . . , fa(ti,d−1)〉.
Since fa : X −→ Xa is a bijection, then g[T ] is an edge of L(X
d
a , P ),
so it also is an edge of L(Xd, P ).
Suppose that T is not an edge of L(Xd+1, Q). This failure is due to
one of two reasons: either there are x, y ∈ T such that xd 6= yd or else
xd = yd for all x, y ∈ T and {x↾d : x ∈ T} is not an edge of L(X
d, P ).
In the first case, let x, y ∈ T be such that xd 6= yd. Let T0 = {z ∈
T : zd = xd} and T1 = T\T0. Thus, T0, T1 6= ∅ since x ∈ T0 and
y ∈ T1. If z ∈ T0, then g(z)j ∈ Xxd for every j < d, and if z ∈ T1, then
g(z)j 6∈ Xxd for every j < d. Thus, the partition {g[T0], g[T1]} of g[T ]
demonstrates that g[T ] is not connected. Thus, g[T ] is not an edge of
L(Xd, P ).
In the second case, let a ∈ X be such that xd = a for all x ∈ T .
Thus, g(x) ∈ Xa for each x ∈ T . Then, g[T ] is not an edge of L(X
d
a , P ),
so it is not an edge of L(Xd, P ).
P is not connected. Let P0, P1 partition P into two sets that demon-
strate that P is not connected. Thus, whenever x ∈ P0, y ∈ P1 and
j < d, then xj 6= yj . Let k0 = |P0| and k1 = |P1|. Thus, k0, k1 < k.
By the inductive hypothesis, there are a (d + 1)-dimensional k0-
templateQ0 and a (d+1)-dimensional k1-templateQ1 such that e(Q0) =
e(P0), e(Q1) = e(P1), P0 = {x↾ d : x ∈ Q0}, P1 = {x↾ d : x ∈ Q1}
such that g is an embedding of L(Xd+1, Q0) into L(X
d, P0) and also
of L(Xd+1, Q1) into L(X
d, P1). Moreover, we can arrange so that if
x ∈ Q0 and y ∈ Q1, then xd 6= yd.
Let Q = Q0∪Q1. Clearly, Q is a (d+1)-dimensional k-template such
that e(Q) = e(P ) and P = {x↾d : x ∈ Q}. The “moreover” part of
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(⋆2) is easily checked. It remains to show that g embeds L(X
d+1, Q)
into L(Xd, P ). Consider T ∈ [Xd]k. Either T is an edge of L(Xd+1, Q)
or not.
Suppose that T is an edge of L(Xd+1, Q). Then, there is a homo-
morphism ϕ from Q onto T . Then, T0 = ϕ[Q0] and T1 = ϕ[Q1] are
homomorphic images of Q0 and Q1, respectively, so that g[Q0] and
g[Q1] are edges of L(X
d, P0) and L(X
d, P1). Making use of homomor-
phisms from P0 and P1 onto g[Q0] and g[Q1], respectively, we can get
a homomorphism from P onto P onto g[Q].
Suppose that T is not an edge of L(Xd+1, Q). For a contradiction,
assume that g[T ] is an edge of L(Xd, P ), so let ϕ : P −→ g[T ] be
a surjective homomorphism. Let T0 = g
−1ϕ(P0) and T1 = g
−1ϕ(P1).
Without loss of generality, we can assume that T0 is not an edge of
L(Xd+1, Q0). But then g[T0] is not an edge of L(X
d, P0), implying that
g[T ] is not an edge of L(Xd, P ), a contradiction. 
§2. Algebraic Hypergraphs. The infinite chromatic numbers of
algebraic hypergraphs are determined in Theorem 2.2 of this section.
This result leads to a forbidden subhypergraph characterization in
Corollary 2.4 of those algebraic k-hypergraphs H for which χ(H) ≤ κ.
The next definition is from [13]. If A = A0×A1×· · ·×Am−1, then a
function g : A −→ Y is one-to-one in each coordinate if whenever i < m
and a, b ∈ A are such that aj = bj iff i 6= j < m, then g(a) 6= g(b).
A subset B ⊆ Rm is an open box if there are nonempty open in-
tervals B0, B1, . . . , Bm−1 ⊆ R such that B = B0 × B1 × · · · × Bm−1.
Suppose that P is an m-dimensional k-template, B ⊆ Rm is an open
box and H = (Rn, E) is a k-hypergraph. A function f : B −→ Rn is
an immersion of L(B,P ) into H if f is a semialgebraic analytic func-
tion that is one-to-one in each coordinate and is such that whenever
{x0, x1, . . . , xk−1} is an edge of L(B,P ) and f(x0), f(x1), . . . , f(xk−1)
are pairwise distinct, then {f(x0), f(x1), . . . , f(xk−1)} is an edge of H .
If there is an immersion of L(B,P ) into H , then L(B,P ) is immersible
in H . Observe that if B ⊆ Rm is an open box, then L(B,P ) is im-
mersible in H iff L(Rm, P ) is immersible in H .
Lemma 2.1: Suppose that H = (Rn, E) is an algebraic k-hypergraph,
P is a d-dimensional k-template and L(Rd, P ) is immersible in H.
Then, H contains an L(Rd, P ).
Proof. Let p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) be a (k, n)-ary polynomial whose zero
hypergraph is H , and let f be an immersion of L(Rd, P ) into H . (This
proof is easily modified so as not to make use of the analyticity of f .)
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Let T be a transcendence basis for R, and let S ⊆ T be a finite
set such that f is S-definable. Let {T0, T1, . . . , Td−1} be a partition
of T\S into d sets each of which has cardinality 2ℵ0 . Then, L(T0 ×
T1 × · · · × Td−1, P ) ∼= L(R
d, P ). We claim that f ↾ (T0 × T1 × · · · ×
Td−1) embeds L(T0 × T1 × · · · × Td−1, P ) into H . It suffices to show
that f is one-to-one on T0 × T1 × · · · × Td−1. Suppose not, and let
〈t0, t1, . . . , td−1〉, 〈t
′
0, t
′
1, . . . , t
′
d−1〉 ∈ T0×T1×· · ·×Td−1 be distinct such
that f(t0, t1, . . . , td−1) = f(t
′
0, t
′
1, . . . , t
′
d−1). Without loss, suppose that
t0 6= t
′
0. Let g : R −→ R
n be such that g(x) = f(x, t1, t2, . . . , td−1).
Since t0 is not algebraic over S ∪ {t1, t2, . . . , td−1} ∪ {t
′
0, t
′
1, . . . , t
′
d−1},
there is an infinite set X ⊆ R such that g(x) = f(t′0, t
′
1, t
′
2, . . . , t
′
d−1)
for every x ∈ X . But since g is analytic, then g(x) is constant on R,
contradicting that f is one-to-one in the first coordinate. 
Theorem 2.2: Suppose that H is an algebraic k-hypergraph and κ
is an infinite cardinal. The following are equivalent:
(1) χ(H) ≤ κ;
(2) whenever P is a d-dimensional k-template and H contains an
L(Rd, P ), then χ(L(Rd, P )) ≤ κ;
(3) whenever P is a d-dimensional k-template and L(Rd, P ) is im-
mersible in H, then χ(L(Rd, P )) ≤ κ.
Proof. The implication (1) =⇒ (2) is trivial. The implication (2) =⇒
(3) easily follows from Lemma 2.1. We will prove (3) =⇒ (1). The
proof uses a technique from [13].
Since (1) trivially holds when κ ≥ 2ℵ0 , we can assume that κ < 2ℵ0,
although what follows does not depend on this inequality. Let H =
(Rn, E) and let p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) be a (k, n)-ary polynomial of which
H is the zero hypergraph. Without loss of generality, we assume that
p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is symmetric: whenever a0, a1, . . . , ak−1 ∈ R
n and
π : k −→ k is a permutation, then
p(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1) = p(aπ(0), aπ(1), . . . , aπ(k−1)).
This is possible since if p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is not symmetric, replace
it with the symmetric
∏
π p(xπ(0), xπ(1), . . . , xπ(k−1)). We also assume
that p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is reflexive: whenever a0, a1, . . . , ak−1 ∈ R
n and
|{a0, a1, . . . , ak−1}| < k, then p(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1) = 0. This is possible
since if p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is not reflexive, replace it with the reflexive
p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1)
∏
i<j<k(xi− xj). The assumptions of symmetry and
reflexivity may not be essential, but they certainly don’t hurt.
For each d < ω, let θd : R
d −→ κ be such that whenever P is
a d-dimensional k-template and χ(L(Rd, P )) ≤ κ, then θd is a proper
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coloring of L(Rd, P ). Such a θd exists since there are only finitely many
non isomorphic d-dimensional k-templates. Let F ⊆ R be a countable
real-closed subfield of R such that all coefficients of p are in F.
Let T be a transcendence basis for R over F. Then |T | = 2ℵ0. For
each a = 〈a0, a1, . . . , an−1〉 ∈ R
n, let supp(a), the support of a, be the
unique smallest S ⊆ T such that {a0, a1, . . . , an−1} is (F∪S)-definable
(or, equivalently, such that each ai is algebraic over F ∪ S).
We define a function ϕ on Rn as follows. Consider a ∈ Rn. Let
supp(a) = {t0, t1, . . . , td−1}, where t0 < t1 < · · · < td−1. Then there are
q0, q1, . . . , qd−1, r0, r1, . . . , rd−1 ∈ Q such that
q0 < t0 < r0 < q1 < t1 < r1 < · · · < qd−1 < td−1 < rd−1
and an F-definable analytic function
f : (q0, r0)× (q1, r1)× · · · × (qd−1, rd−1) −→ R
n
such that f is one-to-one in each coordinate and f(t0, t1, . . . , td−1) = a.
(This f is the determining function for a). Observe that there are only
countably many determining functions since each one is F-definable
and F is countable. Finally, we let ϕ(a) =
〈
f, θd(t0, t1, . . . , td−1)
〉
.
Clearly, ϕ is a κ-coloring of H . We now claim that it is a proper
coloring. For a contradiction, suppose that {a0, a1, . . . , ak−1} ∈ E and
ϕ(a0) = ϕ(a1) = · · · = ϕ(ak−1) = 〈f, α〉.
For each i < k, let ti = 〈ti,0, ti,1, . . . , ti,d−1〉 ∈ dom(f) be such that
supp(ai) = {ti,0, ti,1, . . . , ti,d−1}. Thus, ai = f(ti,0, ti,1, . . . , ti,d−1). Let
P = {t0, t1, . . . , tk−1}. Since the ai’s are pairwise distinct, so are the
ti’s. Hence, P is a d-dimensional k-template.
Since t0, t1, . . . , tk−1 ∈ R
d are distinct, θd(t0) = θd(t1) = · · · =
θd(tk−1) = α and {t0, t1, . . . , tk−1} is an edge of L(R
d, P ), then θd is not
a proper coloring of L(Rn, P ). Thus, it must be that χ(L(Rd, P )) > κ.
We will arrive at a contradiction by proving that f is an immersion
of L(dom(f), P ) is immersible into H . This is a consequence of the
following claim.
Claim: If {s0, s1, . . . , sk−1} ⊆ dom(f) is a d-dimensional k-template
that is a homomorphic image of P and f(s0), f(s1), . . . , f(sk−1) are
pairwise distinct, then {f(s0), f(s1), . . . , f(sk−1)} ∈ E.
To prove the claim, suppose that s0, s1, . . . , sk−1 ∈ dom(f), {s0, s1,
. . . , sk−1} is a k-template and the function ti 7→ si demonstrates that
{s0, s1, . . . , sk−1} is a homomorphic image of P . We have that
p(f(t0), f(t1), . . . , f(tk−1)) = 0
from which it follows, by [13, Lemma 2.4], that
p(f(s0), f(s1), . . . , f(sk−1)) = 0.
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Therefore, {f(s0), f(s1), . . . , f(sk−1)} ∈ E. 
Corollary 2.3: Suppose that 2 ≤ k < ω and κ is a cardinal. The
following are equivalent:
(1) there is an algebraic k-hypergraph H such that χ(H) = κ;
(2) 1 ≤ κ ≤ ℵ0 or κ ≤ 2
ℵ0 ≤ κ+(k−2).
Proof. (1) =⇒ (2): Let H be an algebraic k-hypergraph and let
κ = χ(H). Obviously, κ ≤ 2ℵ0 . We can assume that ℵ0 < κ < 2
ℵ0
as otherwise (2) is true. Since χ(H) > ℵ0, it follows from (2) =⇒ (1)
of Theorem 2.2 that there are d < ω and a d-dimensional k-template
P such that H contains an L(Rd, P ) and χ(L(Rd, P )) > ℵ0. By The-
orem 1.1, χ(L(Rd, P ))+(e(P )−1) ≥ 2ℵ0. Since κ ≥ χ(L(Rd, P )) and
e(P ) ≤ k − 1, then κ+(k−2) ≥ 2ℵ0 .
(2) =⇒ (1): If 1 ≤ κ < ℵ0, then let H
′ = (V,E) be a finite k-
hypergraph such that V ⊆ R and χ(H ′) = κ. (For instance, let H ′
be a complete k-hypergraph with |V | = (κ − 1)(k − 1) + 1.) Then
H = (R, E) is an algebraic k-hypergraph and χ(H) = κ.
If κ ≤ 2ℵ0 ≤ κ+(k−2), then Corollary 1.6 implies that there is an
algebraic k-hypergraph H such that χ(H) = κ.
Next, suppose that κ = ℵ0 and k = 2. Let p(x0, x1, y0, y1) be the
4-ary polynomial x1−y0. Consider it as a (2, 2)-ary polynomial p(x, y),
where x = 〈x0, x1〉 and y = 〈y0, y1〉, and let H = (R
2, E) be its zero
graph. Then, H is an algebraic graph. We first show that χ(H) ≤ ℵ0 by
exhibiting a proper ℵ0-coloring ϕ of it. Let Q0, Q1 be two disjoint dense
sets of nonzero rationals. Then let ϕ : R2 −→ Q be such that whenever
a < b ∈ R, then ϕ(a, b) ∈ Q0, ϕ(b, a) ∈ Q1, a < ϕ(a, b), ϕ(b, a) < b
and ϕ(a, a) = 0. It is clear that ϕ is a proper ℵ0-coloring. To see that
χ(H) ≥ ℵ0, consider any coloring ψ : R
2 −→ m < ω. By Ramsey’s
Theorem, there are integers a < b < c such that ψ(a, b) = ψ(b, c), so ψ
is not proper.
For k ≥ 3, it is trivial to obtain from the previous graph H an
algebraic k-hypergraph whose chromatic number is ℵ0. 
The next corollary shows that those algebraic k-hypergraphs that
are κ-colorable, where κ ≥ ℵ0, can be characterized by a finite set of
forbidden algebraic subhypergraphs.
Corollary 2.4: Suppose that 2 ≤ k < ω and κ is an infinite
cardinal. There is a finite set F of algebraic k-hypergraphs such that
for any algebraic k-hypergraph H, χ(H) ≤ κ iff H does not contain
any F ∈ F .
13
Proof. Let F be the set of all L(Re, P ), where e ≤ k − 1 and P is
an e-dimensional k-template such that χ(L(Re, P )) > κ. Clearly, F is
a finite set of algebraic k-hypergraphs.
Let H be an algebraic k-hypergraph. If χ(H) ≤ κ and F ∈ F , then
H does not contain an F since χ(F ) > κ ≥ χ(H). Conversely, suppose
that χ(H) > κ. By (2) =⇒ (1) of Theorem 2.2, there is a d-dimensional
k-template Q such that H contains L(Rd, Q) and χ(L(Rd, Q)) > κ. Let
e = e(Q). Clearly, e ≤ k−1. By Theorem 1.1, κ+(e−1) < 2ℵ0. Following
Lemma 1.9, let P be an e-dimensional k-template such that L(Rd, Q)
contains an L(Re, P ). Let F = L(Re, P ). Then F is embeddable into
H since it is embeddable into L(Rd, Q). Since e(P ) ≤ e, Theorem 1.1
implies that χ(F ) > κ. Thus, F ∈ F . 
Remark 2.5: The proof of Corollary 2.4 shows that all hypergraphs
in F can have the form L(Re, P ), where P is an e-dimensional k-
template and e ≤ k−1. Moreover, we can also require that P be simple.
By Lemma 1.10, we can also arrange for F to consist only of hyper-
graphs having the form L(Rk−1, P ), where P is a (k − 1)-dimensional
k-template.
The next corollary asserts that master colorings exist. Komja´th [6]
first considered master colorings and proved, assuming CH, that they
exist for κ = ℵ0. The CH assumption was subsequently eliminated
in [13].
Corollary 2.6: Suppose that 1 ≤ n < ω and κ is an infinite
cardinal. For each α < κ, let Hα be an algebraic hypergraph on R
n
such that χ(Hα) ≤ κ. Then there is a function ϕ : R
n −→ κ that is a
proper coloring of Hα for each α < κ,
Proof. We will use not only Theorem 2.2 but also its proof.
We can assume that κ < 2ℵ0 . Suppose, for each α < κ, that Hα =
(Rn, Eα) is the zero hypergraph of the (kα, n)-polynomial pα(x0, x1, . . . ,
xkα−1).
Observe that the field F in the proof of Theorem 2.2 was required
to be countable, but it would have done no harm if it had been of
cardinality κ. So, in that proof, choose F so that |F| = κ and all
coefficients of each pα are in F. Next, observe that the definition of
the κ-coloring ϕ did not depend on H . Thus, the same ϕ is a proper
κ-coloring for every k-hypergraph H for which χ(H) ≤ κ and H is the
zero hypergraph of a (k, n)-ary polynomial over F. In particular, ϕ is
a proper κ-coloring of each Hα. 
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There is an instance of Corollary 2.6 for graphs that merits special
mention. If n < ω and D is a set of positive reals, then the D-distance
graph on Rn, which generalizes the unit distance graph, is the graph
Xn(D) whose vertices are the points in R
n and whose edges are those
pairs of points at a distance in D. This graph is algebraic iff D is
either finite or the set of all positive reals. Komja´th [7] showed that
χ(Xn(D)) ≤ ℵ0 whenever D is countable. The next corollary extends
Komja´th’s result to arbitrary D.
Corollary 2.7: If D is a set of positive reals, then χ(Xn(D)) ≤
|D|+ ℵ0. 
It easily follows that if D is the positive part of some nontrivial
additive subgroup of R, then χ(Xn(D)) = |D|. In contrast to this,
it was proved in [8] that if D is an algebraically independent set of
positive reals, then χ(Xn(D)) ≤ ℵ0. Bukh [1] made the conjecture
(still open for n ≥ 2) that χ(Xn(D)) < ℵ0 for such D. Getting some
D such that |D| = 2ℵ0 and χ(Xn(D)) < ℵ0 is an easy matter: just let
D = [a, b], where 0 < a < b.
There is a metatheorem that can be very roughly stated as: If an
(k, n)-ary polynomial p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) and m < ω are such that the
sentence
(∗) p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is avoidable iff 2
ℵ0 ≤ ℵm
is provable, then the seemingly stronger sentence
(∗∗) For any κ, p(x0, x1, . . . , xk−1) is κ-avoidable iff κ
+m ≥ 2ℵ0
is also provable. As an illustrative example, we show how the following
corollary can be obtained from Fox’s result mentioned in the introduc-
tion. (To be fair, it should be noted that this corollary is not new,
being implicit in [3].)
Corollary 2.8: If k < ω, then the (k + 3, 1)-ary polynomial x0 +
x1 + · · ·+ xk − xk+1 − kxk+2 is κ-avoidable iff κ
+k ≥ 2ℵ0.
Proof. (In this proof we will refer to models of ZFC, but what we
really mean are models of some explicitly given finite fragment of ZFC
that is large enough to prove all the relevant facts that are needed.)
Fix k < ω. Let p(x) be the given (k + 3)-ary polynomial and let H be
its zero hypergraph. It suffices to show that the sentence
(1) for any cardinal κ, H is κ-colorable iff κ+k ≥ 2ℵ0
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is true in every countable model of ZFC. Suppose that M is such a
model. Let M [G] be a generic extension in which 2ℵ0 = ℵk+1. Accord-
ing to Fox, p(x) is not avoidable in M [G]. Then, from Theorems 2.2
(with κ = ℵ0) and 1.1, we get that the sentence
(2) there is a d-dimensional (k + 3)-template P such that
L(Rd, P ) is immersible in H and e(P ) = k + 2, but
none with e(P ) = k + 1
is true in M [G]. By Tarski’s Theorem on the decidability of Th(R˜),
sentence (2) is equivalent to an arithmetic sentence (in fact, a ∆02 sen-
tence), so it is absolute. Hence, it is also true in M . Then, again using
Theorems 2.2 and 1.1, we conclude that (1) is true in M . 
We end by stating without proof one other consequence of the metathe-
orem based on [13, Prop. 1.4].
Corollary 2.9: For 2 ≤ n < ω, let H = (Rn, E) be the (n + 1)-
hypergraph whose edges consist exactly of those A ⊆ [Rn]n+1 that are
the vertices of some orthogonal n-simplex. Then, for any cardinal κ,
H is κ-colorable iff κ+(n−1) ≥ 2ℵ0. 
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